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COUNTY PLANNING REFERRAL
(Mandatory County Planning Review under Article 12-B,
Section 239, Paragraphs 1, m & n, of the
General Municipal Law)

.................................................................................

LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION
The Above-cited application was:

< . (Date of Local Action)

(Signature of Local Official)
This card must be retumed to the Orange County Department of Planning
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(Mandatory County Planning Review under Article 12-8B,
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General Municipal Law) '

Application of ELizabeth Paola . . .
for & .oen...] Minor Subdivision - Union Avenue =
Y Act Local Determination )
LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION L.
The Above-cited application was: .
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Approved subject to County recommendations
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
& MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PC
MCcGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL S
CONSULT'NG ENGINEERS P.C. New Jersey and Penn;ylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

TO: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER
SUBJECT: PAOLA MINOR SUBDIVISION (T87-50);°
AKA SPERRY SUBDIVISION
DATE: 18 AUGUST 1989

Pursuant to a request from the Planning Board Secretary, I have
reviewed the status of the approval for the subject pro;ect ‘as was
conditionally granted on 28 June 1989.

As can be seen from Page 6 of the minutes of the aforementioned
meeting (copy attached) the only conditions set forth in the approval
motion was that the special note be revised "as set forth by the Town
Attorney®. 1In addition, Mr. Soukup expressed additional concerns and
the Board, by resolution, asked that the Town Attorney and Town Board
investigate other aspects of the approval.

No engineering concerns were outstanding as part of the approval, nor
were any of the approval conditions engineering related. Therefore,
at this time, I take no objection to the approval of the plan;
however, you should contact both the Town Attorney and Planning Board
Attorney to determine that all the legal conditions of approval have
been satisfied.

Plapning Board Engineer
MJEenj
Encl.as

mason
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" Mr. Schiefer: Are you against the public hearing based on that?

"Mr. Pagano: We are waiving a publlc hearing. I think the people
on- Summit should be aware. -

Mr. Jones Aye -
Mr. Schiefer Aye

Mr. McCarville: I make a motion that we approve -the Paola Subdivi-~
sion 87-50 subject to the revisions of the note as set forth by

the town attorney. I note the applicant 1s Reverend Sperry, the
owner of the parcel is Paola.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Her consent is right here.

Mr. McCarville: Okay. Thank you.

Mr. Schiefer: You made a motion that we approve?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Subject to the additions read off by the town
attorney to be put on the map.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second that motion

ROLL CALL: -

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. Pagano - No
-Mr. Jones Ave
Mr. Schiefer Aye

Mr. Soukup: In light of the conversation and the concern about
access, I'd like to make a resolution that we ask the town attorney
to investigate the possibility of a right-of-way access across the
school property that might connect to the County of Orange parcel,
if that parcel can still be made available. I think an access
opposite or past the corner of Nina Street makes a lot more sense.
It is vacant land. It will give an emergency second access to the
site and I'd like to offer that as a.resolution in light of, in
lieu of the fact that it doesn't seem reasonable to force an access
through this property at a future date.

Mr. Schiefer: How does that gffecﬁ the note?

Mr. Hildreth: In my opinion, the note supports that because the
note would also_cover. ;

Mr. Soukup: As part of the resolution, I'd like to have the Board
address, the town attorney look into that to see if it is possible
or feasible as an alternative solution to the problem being raised.

Mr. Jones: What happens if the Board of Education doesn't want to
go .along with our idea?
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Mr. Soukup: That is why we are asking the town attorney to look
into it. : o ' '

Mr. Schiefer: We are just asking.them to' look into it. We can't
take the action ourselves but see what the possibilities are.

Mr. Soukup: It comes down to a Town Board action. We can't fbrce

it. If they have a chance to do it, I am sure they will consider it.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second that resolution.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville Aye

Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye

Mr. Soukup _ Aye

Mr. Pagano . Aye X
Mr. Jones " Aye

Mr. Schiefer Aye



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PLANNING BOARD MEETING

- JUNE 28, 1989

" MEMBERS PRESENT: CARL SCHIEFER,. CHAIRMAN-
' LAWRENCE. JONES

VINCE SOUKUP

HENRY VAN 'LEEUWEN

DAN MC CARVILLE

JOHN PAGANO

ABSENT: RON LANDER
ALSO PRESENT: - MARK EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER

JOSEPH RONES, ESQ., PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY
" MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR

Mr. Schiefer called the regular meeting to order.

."Mr., Jones: I make a motion that we approve the May 24£h,,l989
minutes. ' '

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. VanlLeeuwen Aye
Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. Jones . Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye

PAOLA SUBDIVISION (87<509 UNION AVENUE

Mr. William-Hildreth came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Hildreth: This was last year before the Board on the 10th of
May. To briefly recap, this is a three lot subdivision. It's been
to the Zoning Board of Appeals a while ago for the house setback
variance that has all been approved. The open items from the last
meeting was that there was a driveway note that was requested to be
put on. It appears at the top of the map which deals with the access
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-and. the use of the driveway, spec1flcally, restrlctlng any other
_faccess ‘off of- Unlon Avenue to lot- #l : A

'?er..VanLeeuwenzi There is a mutual agreement?

V‘~Mr..Hildreth:-“That'will~be~filed when tﬁe lots are deeded out and
-'sold.  That is what the note says. The driveway easement was

extended a little bit at the suggestion of the Board in order to
give people room to turn around. That. is people that are using the

*. . driveway for access to lot 1.

- Mr. Schiefer: You have expanded to 20 feet?

Mr. Hildreth: Right, so there is room to back a car up. The shed
that appears on lot #2, there was some question as to whether it

had a valid building permit. It does. There was some question as
to whether it was in the proper spot at the time it was not. Timing
is everything. I went out and relocated it at the time I relocated
it, it is where it is shown on the map. However, everybody knew
that once the subdivision was created, it had to be moved back in
order to be behind the line created by the house on lot #2. That
has been done so the shed can now be properly shown if that is nec-
essary. It is behind that line, I don't know exactly where as of
the 19th of June. That will be verified and the maps had already
been submitted by the 19th of June but I had put the note on there
so everyone knew it was supposed to be moved but that has been
cleared up. ' Finally, it brings us to the development note that was
discussed for lot #3. Mr. Rones  has appeared at the appropriate
time. I can read it, it is something that I have come up with and
tried to cover what the Board discussed. It is open for revision
for whatever you might deem appropriate. Development of lot 3 is
subject to the possibility of requirement by the Town of New
Windsor to provide a 50.- foot wide right-of-way through lot #3 from
Union Avenue to lands provided by the Town of New Windsor to connec-
tion to Summit Drive. The location of any structure to be constructed
on lot 3 shall take this provision into account and be subject to
the review of the Town Building Department.

Mr. Pagano: Whatever happened to that piece of property, that
right-of-way was sold as a tax lien?

Mr. Hildreth: Yes and I don't know anything further than that. I
don't know if you were here at the meeting or not.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Never got a building permit.
Mr. McCarville: He is entitled to a building permit.

Mr. Soukup: Wasn't somebody going to contact the County of Orange
about that being a right-of-way and not a suitable lot for sale?

Mr. McCarville: The lot has- been purchased.
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i,

Mr. Hildreth: BAs of the last meeting, we show it as now all formally
Orandge County. That was, the owner of record at the time we generated
> the map. Mike Babcock" Sald somebody provided, somebody requested a
’.bulldlng permit,

'Mr. McCarville: I qguestion whether that is an appropriate place for

access. . There is just not that good visibility there. Visibility

is w1cked -and furthermore this isn't going to resolve it by putting’
this here. You can hardly see,

Mr. Soukup: When you come out of Cimorelli Drive, you can't see
" back over the crest of the hlll. You can see down towards the Town
Hall but no problem but you can't see back over. the hill.

Mr. McCarville: The other thing just to protect whoever winds up
with lot #3 here that if this parcel is developed that this note is--

Mr. Hildreth: Becomes null and void.

Mr. McCarville: Why tie this in as a factor on here?
Mr. Rones: I'd prefer to see a dedicated rlght—of—way along one of
the boundary lines.

Mr. McCarville: To where?
Mr. Soukup: We don't have a point to connect to.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: To make him pﬁt the road in, that is a little unfair.

Mr. Rones: I prefer to have a strip reserved for the right-of-way
and have the strip dedicated to the town. Whoever developes this
biece in the back would be responsible for improving it as a
requirement but that would be my preference.- I suppose we can clean
up this language to make it somewhat more reliable but--

Mr. Hildreth: It was my intention or I thought it a good idea to
not restrict the development of that lot or to keep it from being
whoever purchases this lot should have as much freedom of choice
allowed to develop it. If you make a right-of-way in one spot that
may restrict.

Mr. Rones: Isn't gcing to be along this boundary line or this
boundary line.

Mr. Hildreth: Correct but I think that would create somewhat of a
problem because it is opposite of this one but on the other hand, it
might be a good idea to have an opposite intersection. I went
around this and the sight distance is difficult which would make a
road coming out here just as difficult. Do you see in the lower
corner where it says County of Orange, that is the 50 foot lot that
has now been purchased to be built on. That is the only access to
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."Summit Drive is the 50 foot strip so I think it would be very unfair
-to the applicant to put a 50 foot easement down through here.  Then,
you get to the point where even if they want to put a driveway, they
- get into a private road on town easements and vise versa. I think
".the notation on the map certainly suffices when it comes back before
Planning Board for development. In the event something becomes
available in the back, the town ‘wanted the ability to utlllze it
if p0551ble.

'Mr. Rones: I would like to see the language changed somewhat to
say that no building permit shall be issued for any structures, the
location of any structure shall be constructed.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: How about reviewed by the Planning Board?

Mr. Rones:A'it says shall be subject to the review of the building
department. I think it would be better to say that--

Mr. Pagano: He could put a right-of-way through lot 2 and still
leave this here so he can do anything that he wants.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is what I wanted in the very beginning. This
" is the position I take anyway that, we can relieve the problem on
Park Hill any way we can do it, we can do it because there has been
so many accidents on the top of Park Hill. It is unbelievable.

Mr. Pagano: Summit also is.to narrow. You can't even come out of
Summit and make a right or left turn out of this. . Whatever happened
when this development was made, Summit was forgotten about and they
put in a very narrow strip. Cars parked on one side create a o
traffic jam. If you get two people parked, there is no room.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is still 50. foot wide right-of-way through
there. o : : .

Mr. McCarv1lle. I agree with Joe, just clean up the wording on this
note. T

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will go along with that also,
Mr. McCarville: To include a review by the Planning Board.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I prefer to see a right-of-way but I agree with
everybody else. I don't want to see the quy tied down because T
don't think it is really fair.

Mr. Hildreth: I fully understand the traffic problems in any way
~that it could be alleviated, I agree is desirable. I don't think
this is the answer. You have got no place.to put it right now.

No building permit shall be 1ssued unless approved by the Plannlng
Board, okay . ,

--------

Mr. Rones: I can give this to you and fou can make the amended note,
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In]kéépihg.wiéh the. consensus that the Board has voiced'that’we'
should, work with the special note that 'has been -proposed:by the

‘applicant, I would suggest that it be revised by deleting the last-
" two'words of the note which say building department and substituting
7 the following so that it shall read Town of New:Windsor Planning-

- .Board-and no building permit shall be issued unless approved by
~“the Plannlng Board.

 7Mr.AVanLeeuwen:‘ Okay. I will make a motion that they be--

'-Mr.&Séhiefer: We need lead agency under the SEQR process.

Mr.. VanLeeuwen: - I move that we take lead agency status with regard

"to the SEQR process on the Paola Subdivision.

Mr. McCarville: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Soukup - Aye
Mr. Pagano- Aye
Mr. Jones - Aye
Mr. Schiefer - Aye

"Mr. Soukup: ' I make a motion that we declare -a negative declaration

with regard to the SEQR process regarding Paola Subdivision.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanlLeeuwen Aye
‘Mr, Soukup Aye
Mr. Pagano- Aye
Mr, Jones Aye
Mr. Schiefer- -  Aye

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion that we waive the public hearing
with regard to the Paola Subdivision.

Mr. Soukup: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:-

Mr. McCarville Aye

Mr., VanLeeuwen Aye

Mr. Soukup © - Aye :

Mr. Pagano No. I am against the possibility of that right-of-

way -being established to Summit which I consider
the road is to narrow and illequipped to handle
any -further traffic no matter ‘what.
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Mr. Schiefer: Are you against the public hearing based on that? .

"Mr. Pagano: We are waiving a public hearing. I think the people
- on Summit should be aware. - '

Mr. Jones Aye -
Mr. Schiefer- Aye

Mr. McCarville: I make a motion that we approve -the Paola Subdivi-
sion-87-50 subject to the revisions of the note as set forth by

the town attorney. I note the applicant is Reverend Sperry, the
owner of the parcel is Paola.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Her consent is right here.

Mr. McCarville: Okay. Thank you.

Mr. Schiefer: You made a motion that we approve?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Subject to the additions read off by the town
attorney to be put on the map.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: I will second that motion

ROLL. CALL: -

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. Pagano- - No
.Mr. Jones Ave
Mr. Schiefer Aye

Mr. Soukup: In light of the conversation and the concern about
access, I'd like to make a resolution that we ask the town attornev
to investigate the possibility of a right-of-way access across the
school property that might connect to the County of Orange parcel,
if that parcel can still be made available. I think an access
opposite or past the corner of Nina Street makes a lot more sense.
It is vacant land. It will give an emergency second access to the
site .and I'd like to offer that as a.resolution in light of, in
lieu of the fact that it doesn't seem reasonable to force an access
through this property at a future date,.

Mr. Schiefer: How does that 9ffect the note?

Mr. Hildreth: In my opinion, the .note supports that because the
note would also cover, .

Mr. Soukup: As part of the resolution, I'd like to have the Board
address, the town attorney look into that to see if it is possible
or feasible as an alternative solution to the problem being raised.

Mr. Jones: What happens if the Board of Education doesn't want to
go along with our idea? '
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Mr. Soﬁkup: That is why we Are'askiné the town attorﬁey-to look
into it. - ’ ) S

Mr. Schiefer: We are jhstiaékiﬁg;themwtd”look_ihto'it. We can't
“take the action ourselves but see what the possibilities are.

‘_Mr. Soﬁkup: fIt'ches down'to a Town Board action. We can't force
-it. If they have a chance to do it, I am sure they will consider it.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second that resolution.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville _ Aye

Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye

Mr. Soukup Aye

Mr. Pagano . Aye -
Mr. Jones " Aye

Mr. Schiefer Aye
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33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW wmoSon, NEW YORK 12550 LOCATION SURVEYS
TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667

LAND SURVEYORS . LAND SURVEYS

Town of Mew Windsor
Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

Mew Windsor, B.Y. 12550

att: Planning Board Attorneyr, Mr Joseph Rones
SUBRJECT: SFPERRY SUBDIVISION
Dezar Mr. Fones:

ths diecusiiun reauard’ a2 Right-af-lday through Lot RNO.

With reference tao the Flanning Board Meeting of 10 May 198
Ing
suggested language to you for a Mot

‘n 1l I:rl
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*Deuyslopment of Lot Mo. 2 is Sublject to the possibility of 2
requirement by the Town of MNew Windsor to provide & fifty (5
oot wide Right-of-llay through Lot Mo, 2 from Unicon Avenus to
tands provided by the Town of New blindsor for connection to
Summit Drive. The location of any structure to be constructed on
Lot Mo, 2 shall take this provision into zaccount, and shall be
zubject to the review of the Town of Mew Windsor Building
Depariment®

A

Flgase revisw and comment as »ou =ses fit.
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I¥ »ou should have any guestions concerning this matter, plea
do not hesitate to contact i ffic

Yery truly yours,

) lhasr B Wit

William B. Hildreth, L.S.
Vice President
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD MEETING

MAY 10, 1989

MEMBERS . PRESENT : CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN
JOHN PAGANO
DAN MC CARVILLE
RON LANDER
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN
VINCE SOUKUP
LAWRENCE JONES

ALSO PRESENT: MARK EDSAL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER

MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR
JOSEPH RONES, ESQ., PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY

MINUTES

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion to approve the April 12th, 1989
Planning Board minutes.

Mr. McCarville: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Schiefer Abstain
Mr. Pagano Aye

Mr. McCarville Aye

Mr. Lander Aye

Mr. Soukup - Aye

Mr. Jones Aye

Mr. VanLeeuwen Ave

PAQLA SUBDIVISION (87-50) UNION AVENUE

Mr. William Hildreth came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Hildreth: Although this project has been before the Board before,
this is a new plan. It was represented by another party.

Mr. Schiefer: Are these the right maps?

Mr. Hildreth: Yes, they are. This last appeared before the Board
. as far as I know on June 8th, 1988 so it has been absent for a while.
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What you are looking at is basically the same layout and configura-
tion. It is a three lot subdivision, R4 zone right up the road on
Union Avenue. We retain the same lot configuration, the areas and
the metes and bounds changed a little bit, one thing that was not
on the previous plan is the little sliver that goes up the right-
of-way, why that was omitted before, I don't know, but it is part
of the property so I had to show it. There has been variances
granted for the side yards on the two houses that you can see.

This was two houses on one lot deal and the Zoning Board of Appeals
granted the variance for the side yards in order to create individual
lots for the homes. The larger of the two lots contains a home, is
large enough to be divided again. although that is not part of this
presentation, that is just for your information. The existing
driveway that is there now, they plan to continue to use as is with
an easement so that both, so that the two new lots have access and
rights over it, there would be an agreement ‘drawn”up in the deed of
conveyance, The_property is served by town sewer and water and the
remaining lot also is obviously large enough to be subdivided again.
Again, that is not part of this submittal. That brings us, I would
suspect, to the big item of discussion here which in reading over
the minutes of the other presentations is second access from Park
Hill, If there is no other’ questions that need to be addressed, I
would like to discuss that.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: What worries me is this point to this point here.
Now, if you take 50 feet off to put a road through here, you have
122 foot left.

Mr. Hildreth: I have got some thoughts on that as long as there is
no other items to clean up.

Mr, VanLeeuwen: And I discussed this, we were going to move this
line a little bit.

Mr. Hildreth: I dldn't change the plans in the meantime because they
had already been submitted.

Mr. McCarville: This structure right here is in violation of the
zoning law.

Mr. Hildreth: 1In what way. I was not aware of that.

Mr. McCarville: It is inlthe front yard. Has the building permit
been issued for this. :

Mr. Hildreth: That, I don't know.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: Is it a new structure,

Mr. Babcock: Yes, it is.

Mr. Hildreth: They are pointing to the shed, framed shed.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: This has been put up.
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Mr. McCarville: Sure, since the first map came in.
Mr. Hildreth: I have got a copy of the older map that was here.
Mr. McCarville: Take a look at it. It was there when we did our
field work. I have seen it. It is really relatively new. It is
about 12 weeks old.
Mr. Hildreth: It is older than that because the date of the survey--
Mr. McCarville: It was put up this spring, maybe late February.
Mr. Hildreth: As far as building permits--

Mr. Schiefer: It is not on the original map.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is a lot of things that aren't on the original
map.

Mr. Babcock: On the original map'that we have, the shed is not shown.
Mr. Hildreth: We will remove it, get a permit, move it back.
Mr. McCarville: One or the other.

Mr. Babcock: The only problem I see is that if-it is on the plan
and the plan is approved by the Planning Board, how can you approve
a plan, I know this has been in here several times, if vou approve
a plan with something on it that is not per the zoning ordinance.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We can't do that. It is against the law. I'd hate
to do this to you to go to Reverend Sperry and tell him something
has to be done with the shed before we can look at it.

Mr. Schiefer: Or go back and get another variance.

Mr. Hildreth: I don't think it is, I think it is one of those kits
or prefabs. It probebly wouldn't be a big deal to drag it. However
it is resolved, I would on behalf of the client assure you that it
would be resolved.

Mr. Schiefer: Before we approve it, it has to be removed, get a
permit, get a variance, something. Is there anything else.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Yes. I want to make sure that we have ‘an exit from
Park Eill to get through to Union Avenue. It doesn't have to be
done now but--

Mr. Pagano: It is not Park Hill, it will be Summit.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: If we just want.to. make a two lot subdivision as

far as I'm concerned, I have no problem but I do want to make sure
that we do have a, we are able to get a road through to Park Hill

—————
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because we have a big problem.

Mr. Lander: It says County of Orange, who owns this lot.

Mr. Hildreth: County of Orange owns it for taxes. It is a paper
stub that was part of the Park Hill, if you look at this here, you
can see it is right here. That is the actual--it is right here.

Mr. Babcock: Right now I have a bulldlng permit application on that
particular piece of property. .

Mr. Soukup: You can't grant it because it is a non-conforming lot.

Mr. Babcock: We have a non-conforming ordinance that it meets and
ight now the tax map department has a number on it.

Mr. Schiefer: Have you granted a building permit for it.
Mr. Babcock: ©No, I haven't.

Mr. Soukup: The minimum requirement is 60 foot wide, how can you
give a 50 foot right-of-way permit on a 60 foot wide. lot.

Mr. Babcock: The minimum requirement is 50 foot.

Mr. Soukup: The bulk zoning table on this map says 60.

Mr. Babcock: That is to create a new lot but a non-conforming is 50.
As far as the tax map is concerned, ‘it is a lot right now. What
happened was the developer that did Park Hill did not improve that
stub as a town road and was never dedicated to the town and did not
pay taxes and became property of Orange County and they sold it to

a gentleman by the name of Keith Miller.

Mr. Soukup: They have sold it, changed titled.

Mr. Babcock: Yes. I've checked with the assessors office. It is
changed titled.

Mr. Soukup: You don't have anymore access.

Mr. Schiefer: You have no reason not to éréﬁt'a building permit, he
has access, it is the width of the lot.

Mr. Babcock: Does anybody know whether Park Hill was approved a
subdivision approved by the Town of New Windsor or Planning Board.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, it pre-existed zoning.

Mr. Babcock: That is where the problem comes in and if there was
never a subdivision by the Town of New Windsor or the Planning Board
more than likely I am g01ng to be forced to give this gentleman the
building permlt

Mr. Pagano: Check under John Petro, he was the original builder.
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He was bought out by some outfit from Monsey but there was no Planning
Board at the time but it was a subdivision and it was filed.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: Why don't we check out what is happening with the
building permit. The shed has to be moved anyway. Why don't we
just keep in mind right now that we can go through it until we here
from Mike what is going to happen.

Mr. Schiefer: It is not what is going to happen, is Mike going to
issue one is the issue and what I hear right now he is probably going
- to.

Mr. Pagano: I wish he would not issue a building permit until the
attorney and the engineer look into this thing and find out the
legalities. This is a right-of-way and just because it is sold
becomes a building lot, I don't accept that.

Mr. Babcock: I can check with the town attorney and see what it
is. I have a situation where I have to either deny or approve a
building permit within a number of days and if I am going to deny a
building permit, I have to have proper reasons for denial.

Mr. Schiefer: You check, Mike, see if you are going to be forced
to issue these people a building permit. If there is anyway we can
get out of it, we'd rather it not happen number one, we don't like
the lot and number two we'd like to for access but if it is within
his legal rights, we may not be able to stop him.

Mr. Pagano: I prefer if he just not issue it.

Mr. Rones: He can't not issue it. He has to deny the appllcatlon
and have some reasons for it.

Mr. Schiefer: You can't say the Planning Board doesn't want the
building there. We have no authority.

Mr. Pagano: We are discussing that a right-of-way was created into
a building lot by the sale through the county.

Mr. Soukup: Does the lot meet all the other provisions of the sub-
standard lot, meet the minimum area, meet the side vards, meet the
criteria of a sub-standard lot.

Mr. Babcock: Yes, he meets everything. That is what I asked him

for when he applied for the permit. One of the guys brought it to
me, I asked him to go back to him and tell him to supply me with a
deed when he came in and he supplied me with a deed. I read the

deed and it is all on the up and up so then what I told one of my
assistants to do is make him supply us with a subdivision map showing
that it was an approved lot.

Mr. Soukup: Let him go back to the county and see if he can get his
~money back in which case the county will take title and we can
inform the county it is supposed to be a right-of-way and they
shaaldn't have sold it but they have done that from everything from
dams to right-of-ways to close out their non-taxable lots.
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Mr. Rones: Before you go, I just have a question on this driveway.
Was it the Board's intention that lot #1 not have access to Union
Avenue but only through that driveway on lot 2.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: What he said he is going to do is they are going
to give an easement.

Mr. Rones: I understand that, sorry for interrupting, but do we want
to insure that lot #1 doesn't have access onto Union Avenue except
through this driveway.

Mr. Soukup: He has to go through the county} géfhthe access and
that is probably what he doesn't want to do.

Mr. Rones: But aside from that, does the Board, does this Board
have any position on whether lot 1 could have its own access onto
Union Avenue,

Mr, McCarville: It should not.
Mr, VanLeeuwen: Each lot should have their own access,

Mr. McCarville: You are always looking to combine accesses. This
is a relatively dangerous access and all you need is another driveway
coming out there,

Mr. Lander: That was the point at the first or éecond meeting, not
to have another access to Union Avenue because of Nina.

Mr. Rones: .Then would you please amend your note concerning- the
driveway at the top.to add another sentence that lot #1 shall not
have any independent or additional access onto Union Avenue other
than the common driveway on lot #2.

Mr. Soukup: There is one other small problem that is that the way
the easement is drawn with that small part of the circular drive
attached to lot #1, there really is no turning action available to
the resident of the ‘lot 1. TIf the guy were to choose to build a
fence along the edge of the easement line, if he built a fence on
the easterly edge of the line, it would be really tough to turn
around and come out on the road. We sure don't want him backing
out onto Union Avenue so I suggest that a more of a K or T shaped
turn around be provided so that a little more of the driveway be
included in the easement that you propose to allow for a turning
movement.

Mr. Hildreth: It-is a 50 scale'plan but you are right, I don't
think there is room, enouch room for two cars nose to tail.

Mr. Soukup: To be able to back up enough to be able to turn around
and back out. :

Mr. Hildreth: 1I'd like to close out the conversation here, we kind
of digressed with the easement and to answer Mr. VanLeeuwen's ques-
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tion in the event that this ever gets straightened out to the town's
satisfaction, I'd like to assure the Planning Board that the config-
uration of lot 3, the remaining lot would be'such it wouldn't pre-
clude a road in there and if that lot should ever come before the
Board for -a building permit for the subdivision, whatever it could
be addressed at that time and to that end there could be some
juggling done with the one line along lot 2 in order to fatten out
what appears to be the constricted area in here to allow for a 50
foot strip on either side enough room for a front yvard/rear yard
setback and build a house.

Mr. Soukup: Wouldn't it be appropriate to put that in a note for
lot #3, either. construction or development of lot #3 shall allow for
a 50 foot right~of-way to extend to the rear of the property at any
future date.

Mr. Hildreth: Yes, as long as it doesn't--

Mr. Soukup: That doesn't prevent you from building or developing 3
but when it is done, if a guy builds a house at the narrow strip, I
think that should be put in words on lot 3 so any buyer of lot 3 knows
he has that restriction. -

Mr. McCarville: ~ What restriction?'

Mr, Soukup: That if lot 3 is either built on or developed in the
future by further subdivision that a 50 foot strip to the rear of

the property shall be provided or allowed for. .

Mr. McCarville: How about if a single house is going to be built on
there. '

Mr, Soukup: The house should be located in such a manner that the
rlcht—of~way could still be extended through because he could build
a house in the front,

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want to put possible future right-of-way. I'd
like to see you put location on there. .

Mr. Hildreth: Depending on who wants to do--

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: Somebody can come in here without coming back to
this Planning Board and build a house right here. We are stuck.

Mr. Hildreth: Would you be comfortable with---
Mr. McCarville: You have no access so it is a mute point.

Mr. Hildreth: 1I'd like to set this up if this ever becomes available
to you, something isn't done to prevent it and mess it up later.

Mr. McCarville: The whole thing ought to be trlgcered if this be-
comes available here.
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Mr. Soukup: We can always waive it or remove it or forget it but

if you don't ask for it now, you will never get it later on.

Mr. Hildreth: I think it is fair as far as marketability to let
whoever buys it know that that is a potential.

Mr. Schiefer: It adds to the value of the lot.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: It is protecting the two women also,

Mr. Schiefer: How are you'going_to'word.that.

Mr. Rones: How about saying that the side yard setbacks for any
structure on lot 3 to be erected on lot #3 shall be measured, shall
exclude a 50 foot strip, 50 foot reserved strip for possible future
access -to Summii Drive along and then just describe these two.

Mr. Hildreth: If it ends up here that then makes a front yard re-
quirement if that is, if this is large enough to be divided but that
would make a front yard here so I almost think if you are going to
punch out, it has to be here."

Mr. Rones: Why don't you give it some thought rather than us
figuring it out and maybe you can give me a call or shoot something
over at the office and we can just ¢o over it.

Mr. Schiefer: -You are going to come back anyway.

Mr., Rones: Mail something over to me so if we have to fine tune the
wording, we can agree to it before the next meeting.

Mr. Schiefer: Right-of-way, shed.

Mr. McCarville: I suggest if vou talk to the applicant about the
possibility of knocking this thing out of here, deeding it over,

Mr., Hildreth: I should think the only question would be, would thev
accept it.

Mr. McCarville: Since the driveway is built on it, I think they may
want it.

Mr. Hildreth: They have rights to use it. I don't know whether
those rights include what they have done but that is neither here
nor there from where I stand if that were to be done, is that going
to require another subdivision or lot line change.

Mr. McCarville: Lot line chance.

Mr. Schiefer: Mike, you will look into what can be done legally
about preventing the building permit.

Mr, Babcock: Yes.

Mr. Hildreth: That is not going to be a condition of the approval.
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Mr. Rones: No, not this time around.

Mr. Hildreth: Thank you.
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

& ' MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
pc -
McGOEY, HAUSER ans EDSALL S
CONSULT'NG ENG'NEERS PC . New Jersey and Pennsylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600
TOWN GOF NEW WINDSOR
FLANMNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

FROJECT NAME: Facla Finor Subdivision

FROJECT LOCATION: nion Avenue (easit of Town Hail)

FROJECT NUMBER: 8750 :

DRTE: ’ 10 piavy 1589

1. The pr 1cants nave submitted a plan for review Tor the
subdivision of an exi1sting 7 /- acre parcel into three ()
single—family residential lote. The plan was previously reviewsd at

the 28 October 1987, 13 fApril 1988 and B June 19688 Flanning Board
Fiepetinas. Since those appearances, the application plan has been
re-prepatred by the office of Grevas and Hildreth, Land Suwvevars.,

2. The Applicant’s Swveyar has met with the Building Inspector,
Fire Inspector and the undersiagned at a work session and ha responded
taer @ll comments from that work session.

L. The Flamning EBoard may wish to assume the position of Lead fgency
under the SEBRE process, ’

4., The Flamnning Board may wish to make a determination regarding thes

type action this proiect should be classified under S5ERRAG and make a
determination regarding environmenial significance.

T The plan has been forwarded to the Orange County Department of
‘ianning and they have returnsed same for local detesrmination.

i lanming Board showlid determine 1§ a Fublis Hearing will be
s=sary Tor tn1= minor subdivigion., or 1+ same can be waived per
Faragrapin 4.H of the Subdivision Fegulatidcns,

T At this time, I am aware of no enoineering resson why the pilan
can not receive rinal subdivision approval. 1+ additional reviews are
squired, 1 will perform so. as deemed necessary by the Filannino




. . . . Cr .

Department of P\annlng
& Development

{24 Main Street
- Goshen, New York 10924
(914) 294-5151

" B ’ B . Peter Garrisem, Commissioner
Coumty Execetive - . s S Richard 8. DeTurk, Depufy Commissioner

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPHF.NT
239 L, M or N Report

This proposed action is being reviewed as an aid in coordinating such action between

and among governmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter-commmity and Countywide con-
* siderations to the attentlon of the municipal ageucy having ]unsdxct).on.

, Referred b/ Ip/y DP&D Reference No. A//ﬂ7f ~ W

‘ ‘County I.D. No. 4 /! 2 /_ZZ
‘Apphcant EéV [/4 cjﬂ% T ‘
Proposed Action: 07//)//0@501/&'/4/9

State, County, Inter—Municipal Basis for 239 Review Mﬂ%’ﬂ&[é

Cosment s:

)
Related Reviews and Permits W%Wﬂw

County Action: Local Determination &~ Disapproved _ Approved

Approved sub]ect to the- follmung -od1f1cat1ons and/or condltlons

Wm///wf T /J@?éww y

Date . - ' %—133 ioner- /

~.

—————.



INTER-OFF ICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board

FROM: Town Fire Inspectoar
DATE: 28 April 1989

SUBJECT: Rev. L. A.VSperry Minor Subdivision
PLANNING BDQﬁD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-87-50

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FP5-89-035

A review of the above referenced subject site plan/ sub-

division was conducted oan 28 April 1989.

This minor subdivision is approved.

PLAN DATED: 6 March 1989

7 7 A

"Robert F. Qgé;;:é; cca
‘Fire Inspector

cc'M-E.
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TOWN_OF NEW WINDSOR_PLANNING BOARD

MINOR SUBDIVISION CHECKLIST

1. The following items shall be submitted with a COMPLETED
Planning Board Application Form.

1. Environmental Assessment Statement

*2. ﬂuﬁ*tf-

" Proxy Statement

D e ——

3. e application Fees (f’f?éwausu/ ‘SUBMtTTk">> '
i

4. V/i Completed Checklist

II. The following checklist items shall be incorporated on the
Subdivision Plat prior to consideration of being placed on
the Planning Board Agenda.

1. _____fi;,_ Name and address of Applicant.
*x2. _____gf;__ Name and address of Owner.

3. ___.__v_ _ subdivision name and location,

4, v’ Tax Map Data (Section-Block-Lot).

5. ____)Ci*__ Location Map at a scale of 1" = 2,000 ft.

6. _,__in“__ Zoning table showing what is required in the

particular zone and what applicant is
proposing.

7. __A'/4 _ Show zoning boundary if any portion of
proposed subdivision is within or adjacent to
~a different zone.
8. gii;- Date of plat preparation and/or date of any
plat revisions.
9. _y///__ Scale the plat is drawn to and North Arrow.
~
10. v~ Designation (in title) if submitted as Sketch

. Plan, Preliminary Plan or»?;pal‘Plan.

11. ]v///

12, ({“3 Surveyor's seal and signature.

Surveyor's certification.

* If applicable.
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13.

*14.

*15,
le.

17.
18,
19.
20.

21.

22,

23.
24,

*25.

26.

27.

28,

e R .

* Tf applicable.

Name of adjoining owners,

Wetlands and 100 foot buffer zone with an
appropriate note regarding D.E.C. require-
ments.

Flood land boundaries,

A note stating that the septic system for
each lot is to be designed by a licensed
professional before a building permit can be

issued.

Final metes and bounds.

Name and width of ad]acent streets; the road

boundary is to be a minimum of 25 ft. from

the physical centerline of the street.
Include existing or proposed easements.
Right-of ~Way widths.,

Road profile and typical section (minimum
traveled surface, excluding shoulders, is to
be 16 ft. wide).

Lot area (in square feet for each lot less
than 2 acres).

Number the lots including residual lot.
Show any existing waterways.

A note stating a road (or any other

type) maintenance agreement is to be filed in
the Town Clerk's Office and County Clerk's
Office.

Applicable note pertaining to owners' review
and concurrence with plat together with
owners' signature.

Show any existing or proposed improvements,
i.e., drainage systems, waterlines,
sewerlines, etc. (including locations, size
and depths).

Show all existing houses, accessory
structures, existing wells and septic systems
within 200 ft. of the parcel to be
subdivided.
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0. _Jgﬁ__
3. N

32. V//
33. V//

34. V/,

35. 4/[4?

Show all and proposed on-site

"septic" system and well locations; with
percolation and deep test locations and
information, including date of test and
name of professional who performed test.

Provide "septic" system design notes as
required by the Town of New Windsor.

Show existing grade by contour (2 ft.
interval preferred) and'fndlcate source of
contour data.

Indicate percentage and direction of grade.

Indicate any reference to previous, i.e.,
file map date, file map number and previous
lot number.

Provide 4" wide x 2" high box in. area of
title block (preferably lower right corner)
for use by Planning Board in affixing Stamp
of Approval.

Indicate location of street or area lighting
(if required).

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may
require additional notes or revisions prior to graating approval.

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:

The plat for the proposed subdivision has been prepared in
accordance with this checklist and the Town of New Windsor
Ordinances, to the best of my knowledge.

vy: (Ullicw B Middd] )

Licensed Professional

Date: /4M /7 Z9

>
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PROXY STATEMENT

for submittal to the

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

‘EE!?".‘.B_:E_Z&._E'_‘?.L-Q-_—--—-----——-, deposes 'éna says that/bés‘qe

resides at 403 (Jaront 74ve~04’ Néy Wimoso -
({Owner 's Address)

in the County of 024/\/6&

and State of New &égae

and that he is the owner in fee of WMLMM Ap.7-2

__IN_Secriony 4 Bilocy &

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and
She

/
that )é has authorized 6,451//46 f 1“741»095—7/'4 " ﬂc'

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date:Az/Z-]l/?? W\%@&’é

(Ogfier 's Signature)

s Bt

(Witness' Signature
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~ Appendix C
smo Environmental Quality Review

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only
ART |-PROJECY INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project aponsor)
1. APPLICANT ISPONSOR 2. PROJECT
Rrv. L. A SFECKY Fev. 4 ,4 s'pg-z?./ — bR SvBOIVIS/ION
3. PROJECT LOCATION: S
Municlpality /&N WINDSOR County g C4NEe

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, m.. of provide map)
S03 union JveanvE

dtoo't wesr oF RoureE 32

5. 1S PROPOSED ACTION: .
Now O expansion [J Moditicationaiterstion
3. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: -
2 LoT MieR SvBDIVISION 7o CREATE 7TWwWo Lo7S roRZ rwo

EXISTING [CES 1DEACES, WiTH ONE REAMGININSE LoT.

.

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:
ity 206 T sores  Uttimately __?_Qé._.... acres
3. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?
Clves [@No it No, describe brielly A/EWS Wi psoR ZoNe Ve Boarp oOF ApPPE4LS
GREINVIEDP 4 S10& YVaRD VAR I4KE Fa LeswiNg & [PuBLIC HERRNGE HMHECD ON

28 A7qecH /788
3. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?

D esidential Dindustriat O commercial (3 agricutture O parksForestopen space Ootner
Describe: X

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPHOVAL. OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENOY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL)?
Oves Eno if yos, list agency(s} and permit/spprovals

1. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?

Oves No " If yas, list agency name and permitapproval
12. AS A RESULT OF PR ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMITIAPPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFIGATION?
Oves No ° :

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE I8 TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

applcantponsos name _ LE4_L A5 Poeey o J4 Ao

—_ 4 A S

Signature: é‘/ ) -

If the actlon Is In the Coastal Area, and yon are a state agency, complete the
Coastal ‘Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment
OVER
q
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PART ll—ENVIRONMENTAL SMENT (To be completed by Agency)
A.DOE&D AOTION%OEEDAN BEQHOLDANGNYOMPWOWJQ i you, wmwmmmmmw.
Yos No
8. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 0 NYGAR, PART 01787 W No,a m.un amua
maDy be cupotmcold by another Invoived agency.
Yeos No .

C. OOULDAC"I'IONWLTINMYMVWEWFWMMWHWEFWMM“W legibie)
C1. Exltnnomqumw.wdmugmmmqulmywqmﬂmmmmwmm waste production or disposal,
potmuuluuomamqooruoodmmm?&phmm .

., »

. c munuo.ws_cumuu.Mmmmo}muqummm«mmwawmmmmm
G5, Vegetation of fauna, fish, shalifish of widilfe species, signifiant habitats, or thresisned or sndangered specles? Explain brlaly
Cd. Aeommun'lty'ummplm.cfgomuo“muywomd.aum'nmlt;uuulnunsltyoluuolhnduomunuw:o'mou‘)MM:
C5. Growth, subsequeat development, of related sctivities Ikety 10 be lnduced by the proposed action? Explaln brloay.:
C8. Long term, short term, mmuomuovam@mw lu.c1-061.2x.phln beielly.

C2. Other Impacts (ncluding changes in use of either quantity o¢ type of energy}? Explain briefty.

o 3 erre IR W

D. 1 THERE, OR 18 THERE LIKELY TO BE, commvmvamtzommmmmmmmmuwm
Oves Ono.  1f Yes, explain triefty

PART lll—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be complotad by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect dentified above, determine whether It Is substantial,

large, important or otherwise significant,
Each effect should be assessed In connection with its (s) setting (Le. urban or rural); () probability of cocurring; (o) duration; ()

irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that
explm.uoncconmnsummuw:mmmmmmmmmmmammmmm

O check this box If you have identified one or mcre potentlally large or significant advem lmplcto which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive daclaration.

a cnecstboxuyoumde:ennmed.modonuumfomuonwmmmwmwpmw
. documentation, that the proposed action WILL-NOT result in any slgnlﬂcan onvlronmoutul lmpacu
AND provide on amchmentsasnwessary the reasons supporting this determination: -
m«l’mmam' aﬂuthuam j S . ‘ ‘lﬁ- EWA 3 o

- A
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TOWN OF NPW_WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

TRACKING SHEET '
PROJFCT NAME : f?éZJSZcz,, /;44§;{vﬁ;~4kabf>t) ;_;

- - - - ——————— —————— ———

pROJRCT No. : 4750

I TYPE OF PROJFCT: Subdivision _ _ Site Plan

tot Line Change _________ Other (Describe)__

WN_DE MENT EWS ; Date Date . Not
| App'd Not App'd *’  Reguired
Planning Board Engineer _
.Highway
Bug.Fire Prev. _ . L= B/
Sewer _ -
Water

Flood ' : —

OUTSIDE DEPT./AGENCY REVIEWS:

3 pec sl

0/C PLANNING
0/C HEALTH
NYSDOH
OTHER (SPECIFY) ~

SEOR Lead Agency Action

-(* Minor Subdivision and Site Plans only.)

Determination
EAF Short Long Submitted _ Accepted _
i . Proxy: Piled Representative
H S i .
“ _PUBLIC HEARING; Held (DATE) Waived*
} - Other '
$
L

- TIME SEQUENCING:

s (SUSD[VISIONS)
Sketch Plan Date 4+ 30 days = Actioun Date
Preliminary P/H Date _ + 45 days = Action Date

Preliminary App'l Date ______ + 6 months = Final Resub. Date
Pinal plan Date - + 45 days = Final App'l Date

TIME SEQUENCTNG:

(SITE PLANS) .
Presubmission Conf. Date + 6 months = Submittal Date __

First Meeting Date + 90 days = Pinal app'l Date ______ _

L)
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PROXY STATEMENT

— i ————————— ———

- for submittal to the

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

4—§§J=5399953&5--- oola__ . deposes and says that he
resides at K02 LAiany O 1Oww Wiy ggen
(Owner 's Address)

in the Cdunty of O@OMCLP
~N

and State of {\DM VO‘QK

and that he is the owner in fee of

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and

that he has authorized f?TTOTfuﬁj Meai K bU‘ifz?f%’

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date: L Jovoe 29 %&-”M
(O r's Signature)

Reo 4G Sauo
(Witness' Signature) SN

o e .
|..- e b o ot s s o et 00 1 e PREVTSEAME MUY PRI VORI SN SO
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
Associate

: C
MCGOEY and HAUSER . Licensed in New York, )
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. New Jersey and Pennsylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE (914)562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: PAOLA SUBDIVSTON
PROJECT LOCATION: UNION AVENUE (DOPPOSITE NINA)
NEW WINDSOR #: 87-50

13 APRIL 1988

1). The Applicant has submitted a plan for a three (3) lot

subdivision of a 6.8 +/- acre parcel located on the south side of Union
Avenue opposite Nina Street. The plan was previously reviewed at the
28 October 1987 prlanning Board meeting, at which time the application
was forwarded to the Zoning Board of Appeals.

2). Since the appearance at the 28 October 1987 Planning Board
meeting, no revised or updated plan has been received for review.
The following comments, as noted in the 28 October 1987 review
comments, should be addressed in an updated plan:

a. Access to the existing house on proposed Lot No. 1 should be
clarified. YNeXe o Newd Oetoe wicy & romn

b. Information should be added to the plan to conform with the
checklist for subdivision provided with the Town submittal
package.

c. Bulk Table Zoning information should be shown on the plan.
Reference should be made by date to any variances granted.

regarding the conditions of
own on Lot 2, Also, it should
be noted if same 1 or driveway. use and if a
. maintenance agre t is pro d for the shared portions.
CRoss o0f* "the rQth-gyP Oy
3). The Applicant should submit a Short Environmental Assessment
Form such that the Board may begin the SEQRA process.

ould include a ng

4). 1If the Applicants are to represented by anyone other than
themselves, a Proxy Statement should be filed with  the Board.

Ree.d
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: ‘ PAOLA SUBDIVSTION

PROJECT LOCATION: UNION AVENUE (OPPOSITE NINA)
NEW WINDSOR #: 87-50

PAGE TWO

5). The Board should note that the Bureau of Fire Prevention has :

acted unfavorably with regard to this application. 4, a@eccoonNt ofF *1:7 )
N e drtotaoey :

6). Based on the above, it is my opinion that the application is not

suitable for approval at this time.

.

Mark/J. Edsall, P.E,
Plafining Board Engineer

P

MJE/dl
paola



Department of Planning
& Development

© 124 Main Street
Goshen, New York 10924
(914) 2945151

- , - co ) .- Peter Garrison, Commissioner
Couwty Execetive o - C : - Richard 3. Dc'l'uk, Deputy Commissioner

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
-239°L, Mor N Report

This proposed actxon is being rev1ewed as an ald 1in coord1nat1ng such action between
and among governmental agencies by bringing pertment ‘inter-community and Countywide con-
siderations to the attention of the wmunicipal agency hav1ng Jurlsdxctlon.

Referred by TAMWNﬂfﬂﬂ/MN/M&D P&D Reference No. /_YM 2 —é’%{

County I.D. No. __ & | 2 | 772
Appllcant éZWﬁéﬁ ﬁ%g ’ :

Proposed Actlon.r W/V%j‘/gﬂ////y&ﬁ) =
State, County, Inter—Hunmxpal Basls for 239 Rev:xev 7%/71%% 02#‘@

Co-ente: ' #M @ Wfé%@'ﬁ/ﬂﬂ’m&ﬂ

Related Revievs and lfereits }“ﬂm W/O)(IO éﬂw

County Action: Local Deterninajtion [ A Di‘sepproveid— X Appro&ed

» o o . ) . -
Approved subject to the following modifications and/or conditioms:

4

7 Co—xssxoner

”’%?4/%' ‘ »‘ : - ﬂ
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
$9% UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION
'SITE PLAN APPROVAL -

1763 ‘ Elizabeth Paocla Subdivision

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 21 July 19g-

The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention. .

3{ The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention for the following reason(s).

é’Z"g? ?602&066.’ ﬂ/ﬁﬂf 5-740)4;24? FECE prrrrre 2 L

fwa Se//:.@/a fe (///gewaus -7 / 70 . & ///'f%/m”u—rtf" - -

a.ccess be églﬂb[;qhe.t

C QQC

/f??F:E‘ ;z;z%ék:c+%y1_
<7

QIGtJI‘D/f:,'C'q/z(/ /'/*/é?//
CHAIRMAN .

g ‘ /
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‘Mr. Mark Sperry came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Mark Wright, Esq. also came before the Board representing this
proposal.

Mr. Wright : One of the last times the applicant was before you,
you sent it to the Zoning Board of Appeals for an area variance
because as you can see, the lot lines are not far enough. It is
like five feet when it should be fifteen. At the last meeting of
that Board on March 28th the variance was granted. I have the copy
of it. Now, about the area variance has been granted, we can come
back to the Planning Board for preliminary and final approval.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: One thing I don't see is the distances between
the two buildings and the lot line where it is a minimum, it is
five foot.

Mr. McCarville: That building, does that set back clearly behind
this building? This house is looking at that from the road.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I don't like it:mtI aﬁ sorry. Basically, this
house here is nothing but a garage converted to a house.

Mr. Sperry: It is a house and has been occupied since 1958 as a
house.

Mr. Mc Carville: When was it constructed?

Mr. Sperry: 1958. They were living in the little house before

they moved into the big house. This one was built as a garage and
this was built as a house. They lived there in this one while build-
ing this one. Then, they never moved out. This has been continuously




lived in since the '50's so it has prior use.
Mr. Van Leeuwen: Which piece is being sold?

Mr.Wright: After the subdivision, Lot No. 2 will be transferred
out. That is the reason for the subdivision because we have two
houses and two different families living or potentially could, but
you can't sell it separately.

Mr. Mc Carville: This has historically been one owner, you can't
get rid of one without getting rid of both.

Mr. Wright: The Zoning Board of Appeals wants a deed right of way
for a driveway. They don't want a driveway up here because of the
DOT consideration.

Mr. Lander: Just one thing now. We have on the east side of that
property right down here, the east side, southeast the end of the
property parcel. Three is not connected to parcel three. 1Is it?

Mr. Wright: The map doesn't indicate that it is.

Mr. Lander: Who owns the parcel south 18 degrees west? It is that
corner piece here. It doesn't show this piece here, whoever owns-
this empties out onto Ona Lane.

Mr. McCarville: All adjoining landowners should be identified on
the map. There are no names on there of the property owners that
are around that.

Mr. Wright: The Zoning Board of Appeals notices were sent to all
of the owners and only one person came.

Mr. Lander: It is just on the map who the property owners are on
that piece or even on the piece directly adjoining that.

Mr. Sperry:ﬁ The fellow that the property right back here came and
said he seen no problem. I forget his name. He didn't show up
to oppose. He seen me out in the hallway wondering what is happening.

Mr. Lander: They should have the name of the property owner here
because we have land over the city school district on this side
and Union Avenue, but we don't know who owns this property there.

Mr. gperry: We have the tax map. We can insert the names.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I think that we ought to do is take a look. I
have rode by very slowly, but I want to take a physical look at it.
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Mr. Scheible: I don't intend on making a move until we do look

at it. I don't like the situation.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: There is only ten and a half feet between those
two buildings on the property line. You are creating a ridiculous
situation. Then, you look at the other lot line over here at Union
Avenue, that goes over on an angle that could have been straightened
out. You have all kinds of different angles going on here. That
is not good sound planning.

Mr. Scheible: Where is Lot No. 1l's access to Union Avenue?

Mr. Wright: They will have a deed of right of way from the other
right of way. See where it says proposed right of way?

Mr. Scheible: I don't like that either.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: If that is going to come out, I'd like to see
separate driveways for the both.

Mr. Babcock: Also, the Fire Bureau disapproves this plan because
of not having separate driveways.

Mr. Wright: The applicant would prefer to have separate driveways.
It is the Zoning Board that wanted it that way.

Mr. Schiefer: How did the Zoning Board of Appeals approve this?
Mr. Van Leeuwen: Straighten this line out. That is poor planning.
Mr. Wright: The thought is more likely that this will be further
subdivided into two half acre parcels because Zoning permits that
and another house built here. If you don't have a line at that
angle, you will have a problem with the area by putting it here,

you have plenty of room.

Mr. Scheible: Let's set up a field inspection meeting and take
a closer lock at this. ‘

Mr. McCarville: On the Lot 2, is going to be sold, is that correct?

Mr. Wright: Yes, that is why it has to be subdivided. It is pre-
existing, two families living there for 30 years.

Mr. Scheible: Living where?

Mr. Wright: One family in this house.




Mr. Scheible: When was the last time somebody has been living in
the big house? Has anyone ever lived in the big house?

Mr. Wright: Yes.
Mr. Scheible: When was the last time?
Mr. Wright: Ten years ago.

Mr. McCarville: And it's been vacant ten years. Have these houses
always been in the same family then?

Mr. Wright: Yes.
Mr. McCarville: So, one owner has owned both properties?

Mr. Wright: As far as beingy close, the area variance was granted.
Condominiums are closer, townhouses are closer, but in the city
it is even closer.

Mr. McCarville: We are not in the city. This has been in the same
ownership. I don't think it is impossible to sell both pieces of
property together.

Mr. Scheible: With the whole thing included, as far as I am con-
cerned, all three units here should be on one lot. The garage and
the two houses. But we will go out and take a look at it and see
how the rest of the Board feels. I am only stating my own personal
belief.

Mr. Wright: In other words, even though a variance was granted
separating the two houses, you folks could throw it back?

Mr. Scheible: The Zoning Board of Appeals did not create a sub-
division. They issued a variance. It is up to the Planning Board
to issue the subdivision and what the Zoning Board of Appeals says
doesn't mean we have to follow-up with their decision. It is our
decision whether this three lot subdivision be so divided or not.

Mr. Wright: Thank you.

Mr. Edsall: Here is a copy of the engineering comments. So maybe
between now and the next meeting, the plans can be updated.
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

'~ March 31, 1988

Mark Wright, Esq.
266 Main Street
Fishkill, N. Y. 12524

RE: APPLICATION FOR AREA VARIANCE
#87-53 - PAOLA, ELIZABETH

Dear Mr. Wright:

This is to confirm that the Zoning Board of Appeals at its
March 28, 1988 meeting voted to grant the above application for
variance of PAOLA.

Formal decision will be drafted some time in the future and acted
upon by the Board. You will be receiving a copy by return mail.

Very truly yours,

Qudiegee. Glrumhed

PATRICIA A. BARNHART
Secretary

/pab

Enclosure

cc: Sowm Planning Board !
Michael Babcock B. I.
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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (ZBA $4-~032888.2BA)
AGENDA:
7:30 p.m. ROLL CALL

Motion to accept the 2/22/88 and 3/14/88 minutes as written.

PRELIMINARY MEETING:
(p StiouLd COMEL . oo

1. EGA ASSOCS./PARTY STOP ~ Request for sign on building located

at Waldbaum's, Vails Gate in C zone. Present: Allen Ortner.
- povse DBop A OFFicE e - '
- 2.- LANGANKE,  HERBERT - SECOND PRELIMINARY MEETING - ,
Request for use and (1) 18,861 s.f. lot area, (2)52 ft. lot
width, (3) 15 ft. frontyard, (4) 15/10 ft. sideyard, (5) 2 ft. 6
in. building height variances to construct one-family residential
dwelling in PI zone .at 34 Route 207.

‘ervP Pt 3,  SORRENTINO, ROBERT - Request for 10,495 s.f. lot area
variance and 35 ft. street frontage to construct a one-family
dwelling on Weather Oak Hill Road in R-3 zone.

MR, L L

PUBLIC HEARINGS:
PLAPN I M) BoARD .

App 607° "4, PIRNIK, DAVID - Request for 22,660 s.f. lot area variance to
construct one-family dwelling on northside of Mt. Airy Road in

R-3 2zone.

7?[6!
5. PAOLA, ELIZABETH - Request for 4eme-lot subdivision each lot
requiring 10.75 ft. sideyard at Union Avenue in R-4 zone. §7-50

Aep 6. BUCKNER OIL SERVICE - Request for use, extension of ¥§7-52
nonconforming use, accessory building and area variances (1)
19,727 s.f. lot area, (2) 200.02 ft. lot width, (3) 21.5 ft.
front yard, (4) 94/171 f£t. side yard, (5) 98 ft. rear yard, and
(6) 100 £ft. street frontage for purposes of construction of
garage in R-3 zone off Sloop Hill Drive. Present: Paul V.

Cuomo, P. E. and Ronald Buckner.
U2 4

2€
— *

x ]

8. FORMAL DECISIONS - (1) KWG REALTY/GALLAGHER
(2) CIRELLI/FOSTER

Adjournment

Pat 565-8550 (o)
562-7107 (h)
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L TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

n6§' Elizabeth Paola Subdivision

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of
_ Fire Prevention at a meeting held on - 21 July 19 g4 .

“The site plan or map was approved by thethreau of Fire
Prevention.

The site plan or map was dlsapproved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention for the following reason(s).

P e L]

a2 N

= I AR R

RSN -V USRS TN I L0 JOTI0 (UGS SO SIS, VR A’ L IR
e, , i

[

>

RN P S S VL N

Fratesrde, L
e fa s Semtis A aond —

SIGNED;jziz;éégél)2§1?2i22éi?~7

CHATIRMAN cf:)

——— — - -



/o o '

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS FEBRUARY 22, 1988

7:30 P.M. - ROLL CALL

Motipn to accept the minutes of the February 8, 1988 meeting as
written.

PRELIMINARY MEETING:

f?ﬁzc 1. GALLAGHER TRUCKING - Matter referred from Planning Board.
Conceptual approval given pending ZBA approval for use in PI
zone and/or extension of non-conforming use. Present: Greg
Shaw, P.E., Shaw Engineering.

_jg[ji_ﬂg. KULLBERG, KARL - Request for (1) 4,530 s.f. area variance for
: lot #1 and (2) 4,400 s.f. lot area variance for lot #2 - two lot
subdivision referred by Planning Board. Location: Off Ash
Street in R-3 zone. (No town water available-sewer is
available).
z./¥ . PAOLA, BETTY -~ Request referred by Planning Board for two lot
, subdivision - Lot #1 requires 10.75 ft. sideyard and Lot #2
requires 10.75 ft. sideyard, also. Location: Union Avenue off
Mac Nary Lane in R-4 zone.

lagﬁv«) 4. FREEDOM ROAD REALTY - SECOND PRELIMINARY - Applicant is

— seeking two front yard variances for two additions located on
northside and southside of Insulpane building -~ 335 Temple Hill
Road in PI zone. ZBA requested additional information, i.e.
original building permit, architectural renderings, etc.
Present: Pat Kennedy.

7ABLE 5. DUFFER'S HIDEAWAY - Referred by Planning Board for variances
for construction o a batting cage addition to golf driving range
located on Route 3. ~ithin a PI 2zone. '
PUBLIC HEARING:

JiER g0U&D ROTWEIN, PERRY - M= ter referred by Planning Board for area

; - variances. Applicant pians to subdivide property into two lots
located on southside of Little Britain Road. Pat Kennedy present
representing applicant. Variances required: '

Lot #1- (1) 35 ft. lot width;
(2) 11 ft. sideyard;
Lot #2- (3) 1 ft. 7 in. side vard
(4) 11 ft. rear yard
6. FORMAL DECISION ~ KUBICH, RANDALL.
ADJOURNMENT

PAT 565-8550 (o)
562-7107 (h)




o *

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ORANGE COUNTY, N.Y.

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION

File No.f7-S D pate [ —7) ~FF

TO::ZiZZﬁ%;:7éZ;4%Q*_

/

Aoy %/@a

Pla 1ng Board Chalrman»(%/

Pt —— —— — . —
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Propased or Variance
Requirements Available Request

Min. Lot Area /J:W
Min. Lot Width ZQZ:}_

Reqd Front Yd. , 2.5
LA . l‘

Reqd. Side Yd. /\575 0 - L ’;z 5 2:35 / ,,0'7,,‘?:
. , 7V

Reqd. Rear Yd. / 40 ~

Reqd. Street
Frontage* é 0

Max. Bldg. Hgt. 2.5

Min. Floor Area* / W
T

Dev. Coverage* g0 s % %

* %
Floor Area Ratio 4[[&

* Residential Districts only

** Non-residential Districts only

A
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

PROJ®CT NO. : C?' 50

v am e e - A S e mn s e —— > -

mme L M e e e e e e e e i e = . —— o~ . —— = — o —— . —

TYPE OF PROJFCT:

TOWN DEPARTMENT REVIEWS :

Subdivision
Lot Line Change _

Planning Board Engineer
Highway

Bug.Fire Prev.

Sewer

Water

Flood

— - -

———— o ——

—— i ——— o

e —_—

OUTSIDE DEPT./AGENCY REVIEWS:

DOT

DEC

0/C PLANNING
0/C HEALTH
NYSDOH

OTHER (SPECIFY)

EQR :

EAF Short

XProxy:

PUBTLIC HEARING;

Determinatig

Other

(* Minor Subdivision and

TIME SEQUENCING:
(SUBDIVISIONS)

Sketch Plan Date

———— o e et o

TIME SEQUENCTNG:
(SITE PLANS)
Presubmission Conf.
First Meeting Date

‘XQ€ZV(<S}9CAD()/' uJ/// ffe

Lead Agency Action

Held (DATE) __

n
jL_-Long o
Filed pm

Date Date Not
App'd Not App'd °' Reguired
Submitted " Accepted __
_ Representative
Waived*

- —

i e s i

+ 30 days =
+ 45 days =
+ 6 months =
+ 45 days =

+ 6 months =
+ 90 days = Final App'l Date’

Site Plans only.)

Action Date

Action Date

Final Resub. Date
Final App'l Date ___

Submittal Date __

P- Called Ag o-g;c:E /0

Left message 1o flekyp Foty) Sinfencn?
Sheet 4/m7 Wwith EFF.

R S S R G
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hﬁCGK)EY}miH/UJSEF‘ :::xw::n& )
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

TOWN_OF _NEW_WINDSOR
FPLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

FROJECT MNAME: Fanla Subdivision
PROJECT LOCATION: Union Avenue {(opposite Nina)
Nz a7-30

28 October 1987

1. The Applicant has submitted a Plan for a three (3) lot
subdivision of a 6.8 +/— acre parcel located on the south side of
Union Avenue opposite Nina Street. The Plan was reviewed as a Sketch
Plan Submittal. :

2. The Plan should more clearly indicate the existing site
information, such as the existing access to the ew15t1ng house on
Proposed Lot No. 1.

3.  The Applicant should verify that the current cond1t1ons are such 3;

that there are two (2)- re51dent1a1 stru:tures on a sxngle lot, as 15
understoad from the subm1tted plan. e , :

4. The Flan as submxtted does not contaxn a szgnzf:cant amuunt of

following: Bulk Table Information, Zone Classification, DwnEt_Df
- Record Infarmat1on, Seuer and Nater Informatxun, etc. ;nﬁ L -

5. The Plan should 1nc1ude a note regardxng the condxtzons of the

only for driveway use and if a maintenance agreement will be prepared
-for those shared portions of the driveway. In add:txon, metes and
bnunds for the r1ght-of—way should be 1nd1cated. R P

:}"finformatzon as required based on the Checklist provided with the Town
- of New Windsor Submittal Package. The preliminary plan submittal
‘5hou1d include all such information including, but not limited to, the

- proposed right-of-way shown on Lot 2. It should be noted if same is —
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TOWN_OF _NEW_WINDSOR -
PLANNING BOARD

e o S S e S S s S S S o

REVIEW_COMMENTS

FROJECT NAME: Paola Subdivision .
FPROJECT LOCATION: Union Avenue (opposite Nina)
NW s 87-50
28 October 1987

Page 2

6. At such time that a complete plan is submitted for preliminary
review, the Engineering Review will be continued and additional
comments provided.

Respectfully mitted,

Edsall, P.E.
ng Board Engineer




Mr. Scheible: This is a matter of two houses, if they can be seld separately
because they are 15 feet apart. This is on the south side of Union.

Mrs. Pacla: This is right next to the Temple Hill Schoel.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: They have to go to the ZBA because they only have 15 feet
between the houses. 4
HeEt

Mr. Schiefer: | make a motion we accept thelot subdivision of Paola.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I will second that. Have Mr. Hoyt your attorney get ahold of
our chairman.

: MR. JONES NAY
4 MR. VAN LEEUWEN NAY
3 MR. MC CARVILLE NAY
MR. LANDER NAY
: MR. SCHIEFER NAY

MR. SCHEIBLE NAY

Mr. Rones: In refering this matter to the Zoning Board they appreciate it if

you would make some indication as to whether you’d recommend approval or denial
of the variance.

g
B
>
4
3
1
]
B
g

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I recommend approval of the variance for Paola.
Mr. Schiefer: [ recommend approval since it is a re-existing condition any way.

Mr. Scheible: 1/d recommend it also.

- -

1
1
1
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§ F- 50 o
BUILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER, i
WATEN™ SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: - ?5

03

Y era o

The maps and plans for the Sitc Approval
Subdivision as submitted by

c)\“ C\w\,rc'wov\lﬂ’z €C for the builéing or subdivision of

G ey
a_\;_zdz&ﬂﬁ(\/\ ?0\0\0\ has been
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TOWN OF NEW W]NDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
; NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK
BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION
SITE PLAN APPROVAL

nsi.- Elizabeth Paola Subdivision

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 21 July 19g7 .

P e, diT e e
R R T N

o

The site plaﬁ or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention.

b3

FITEE A

“/ The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention for the following reason(s).

L
¢

. “’:_2 £

SIGNED %A{@.{p /%7> |

CHAIRMAN




Plannxng Board - (This is a two-sided form)
Town of New Windsor -

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Date Received
Meeting Date
" Public Hearing
Action Date
Fees Paid.

i

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT;ZINE CHANGE
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL

) :
R b Name, of P&oject" ‘Paz\& COoRaSACT O RoNve
RN .O_.JJJLQ.Q_,‘A . S <t T
TRE VB

2. Name of Applicab etTY¥ Qacla Phone 5’6&-7“{3

Address 303 Uatom Ave  Neooo Lowidgsod, N, 125390
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)

3. Owner of Record (RettyY 'qulq Phone §635-95686

address SO03 Ontan e, - Adeay W dSOR, N.Y .
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)”

4. Person Preparing Plan SidnN e¥ Hocow!mPhone T4 -H &EQ

address__ [ FrooK{ty . Moaticello  1R70]
(Street No. & Name) ' (Post Office) - (State) (2Zip)

5. Attorney YY) Gr & W 33“\1’ Phone 8 76-5707
aAddress TR0 : { NY |
(Street No. & Name) (Post Offlce) (State) (Zip)
6. Location: On the Soovy sjde of = LMAavownn OGwe
7 E'AA—erd_}Street) :
feet exT 10~ Temple H [l Schosl

. (Dlrectlon)
of :
(Street)
. 7. Bcreage of Parcel &,175.95 8. zoning District
f 9. Tax Map Designation: Section 4/ Block R  wot_7.R
: 10. This application is for ELiz O_biﬂ Paola_

) 11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a
Spec1a1 permlt concernxng thls property? . No

§
§



http://sj.de

Miad

"If so, list Case No. and Name

12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership
Section Block Lot (s)

~Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership iddlcatlng the dates
the respectlve holdings of land were acquired, -together with the

“"liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as

recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was
executed. »

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A llst of all
directors, officers and stockholders of - each corporatlon owning
more than five percent (5%) of any class of stoc¢k must be
attached. .

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT
(Completion required ONLY if applxcable) o

COUNTY OF ORANGE
SS.:
STATE OF NEW YORK

being duly sworn, deposes and says
that he resides at___S$¢3 OLValen Gy =

in the County of O v ovu o ¢ and State of N VYR 7
and that he is (the owner id\fee) of )

(Official Title)

of the Corporatlon whlch is the Owner in fee of the premises
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized
to make the foregoing
application for Special Use Approval as described herein.

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE.

Sworn before me this For RetTt+y 9"«01%
(Owner's Signature)

_ﬁi day of 1987 . o(,Q)_wJQ{V;
i (Appllcant s Si nature)

G e

Notary Publlc v (T1t1e) ° kl\‘

PATRICIA E. O’ BRIEN
Notary Pubic, State of New York
Restdmg in County of Orange

\0. 46414956 REV. 3-87
Commissign Expires Feb. 28, 19 o '
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Ove
37,
- DE/VEWARY NOTES.!
7o T g /) THE DWNEES OF (0TS | ;’ 2 SHALL MANTAIN THE
#.% o N\ EXISTING DEIVE BY MEANS OF A MAINTEMNANCE M
Wy % AGCREEMENT MADE A PART OF THE DEED (3) OF N
5 , SALE AND FILED IN THE CRANGE cOUNTY Cil€ks N l,
£S) / OF FIL&E. ij
- “ 2)LOT MD. | SHALL HAVE NO IWDEFPEMDENT 0 OTHER & E
WAN HOL .57 220 - 9~ T ’ - S ACCESS 7D UAMIDMN AVENUE EXCEFPT OVER THE
£IM- 93.8 6}37 ? 308 o I 777 g DEIVEWAY EASEMENT AS SHOWN LUEEE DA, NEWY '
Ir: 88,4 D5 e S5 7 § Q
WooLL STAXKE - \
FOIJ/:/D" £ b
Soe b FocE QO HYDRANT |
= C UA//J/U A i
E AL Gel Vf/Uyg
Q Sy ; sl
9 ALY Ccsanour s S o (CO. e - -y
J ’ v - Sa . 3 > \ o . .
: Y g e L7 2T T eE—— e ks CO. D My, 49 Coome Lae
& / __ DEIVEWAY BUSEMNT FORT B B o /8. g Blavre ot
Q Sy INGRESS AND FGRESS 70 % I T s e | xon rog " E A
L e pign LOT MD.1 OVER EXISTING b WANHAL(E Fovno 70 ROUTE 35
N, SNALE DRN&G ON LOT 2 g SEra TIM= 1144 - —
7o c:; S (BEE Desvéway NOTES) x KL e ) (k=100 R
— S 15y &7'_1: P
Q e
g S . LOCAT/ON PLAN / “=1000
[ e " |
. )
cisTeen 0 N .i
COMUTETE WALK - '7 | 4 2 N
AT = v J
N Zopnin - o
LOF Ak N 3 o T X NOTES
ZO"" * : ; 7L X E : ~~~~~
72 O% 71’5[& — AsOve : ’ £.C4T75 A /56 W 1. Being a proposed development of lands shown on the Town of
. 907‘ ) g o oy N New Windsor Tax Maps as Section 4, Block 2, Lot 7.2.
0\ VO & ) - - — R 2. OWNER: Elizabeth Paola
. /BT D + = S 503 Union Avenue
§ ; ey \3 Jd ~~;‘ New Windsor, NY 12550
N : : cm_+_4 . 4 2 714(: f\
5 TR . ¥ LOT Jp 3 e s 3. APPLICANT: Rev. L.A. Sperry
= N ; /://*,a 5 S03 Union Avenue
N N L. 74 + Ao ARG e New Windsor, N.Y. 12550
\ .
) \ /e 4. TOTAL PARCEL AREA: 72.06 +/- Acres
: Y St
st PICFHILL ] FS i i
Fouvo - e 5. PROPERTY 2ONE: R-4 (Single Family)
O
A/ A 1 2o02. 2, 6. PROPOSED USE: Residential
AUEWBUXCGH /7Y DSCA/O00F
PSS T LT 289 5,. e ‘ : 7. SANITARY SEWAGE COLLECTION
/9.3 4 e — i \ | /‘{ﬁ;f SERVICE: Town of New Windsor
$ 12 LD
1} /SO-. 2 (=)
' 20 7<) 8. WATER SUPPLY: Town of New Windsor
?. TOTAL NUMBER OF LOTS: 3
_// /:
; : Aigf’(//iéllv’g 10.Boundary data shown hereon is from an actual field survey of
! <. /737 R the indicated premises completed by the undersigned on 7
‘ . Y February 198%9.
\{ SFECIAL NOTE; 11.Elevations shown are from an actual field survey completed by
\ DEVELOPMENT OF (07 ND. 3 15 >umice” el (3 T the undersigned on 13 February 1989 and are not referenced to
\ll_r O35IBILITY OF A REQUIEEMENT 3R 1we i <) S any Known or established datum.
OE MEW WIMDSOR TO PROVIOE 4 FIRTY [50) £
W/IDE RIGHT -OF WAY THROUGH BT 10, LEHM 12.Unauthorized addition or alteration to this plan is a
OMION AVENUE 7D LANDS FROVIOED BY THIE violation of Section 7209 (2) of the New York State Education
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR FOR CONNECTION 70 Law.
MMIT™ DEIYE., THE ODCATION OF ANY STRUC TUEE . - P
70 BE CONISTRUOCTED U LOT 8O TLAtl K20 RLRS /O\/ 75. /jL/)' ]
TRAKE THIS FPROVISION INTD ACLOUONT AND il ;
\ SHALL B& 3SUBJUECT 7D /A E EEVIE W/ £ THE

/\
{ '.T'f-_:)um OF Méw WINDSOE FLANNIALG BOARD AND NO ;
|PDING  FERMIT SHALL ISSUE UNLESS APPEOVED
L:’:r THE FLANMING BOARD.
= — /

THIS LOT S ()

- . 2B IECT T

EA/ST/A/ A LAAE By . INE USE OF THE
g N OWMNERS oFf 4 g

FROFERTICES AS s TATED v (. /()i%r;{/;SH 7

f3

CERTIFICATION

1 hereby certify that this plan resulted from an actual field
survey of the indicated premises completed on 13 February 1989
performed in accordance with the Code of Practice adopted by the
N.Y.S. Association of Professional Land Surveyors Inc., and is,
to the best of my Knowledge and belief, correct,

WAL FoxVE B

LFLANMVING POAKD AFFKO VAL

222 OF NEW 1
%\P.\"_U.r«\. \Vf _)U,?.
il eq 209% 37 »—-a ZONE BULIK TABLE f SUBDIVISION APPROVAL GRANT
u MO 4 BY TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING |
Min., Min. Req’d Req‘d Req‘d ON Yaly 25 /¢ § ?
Lot Area Lot Width Front Yard Side Yard(s) Rear Yard : . ; e e g
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ o~ AN B B AN B e e OO OO O O / // e /) /' /
‘ . ‘ ¢ BY (g X ¢ Fo A LA
REQUIRED: 19,000 SF 100° a * 15°/30 40 : | AT r— A \
. PROPOIED : 39,087 5F GO " # 35" OR GREATER 557 80't 40' OR GEEATER ¥ DM\&(&&.—W \}
\ . Min. Max . Floor Min. Liv‘bl Dev. i BECREFARY ('fa. ¥ pg 1
L, shpoli - St. Frontage Bld‘g Hgt. Area Ratio Floor Area Coverage e
e &0 REQUVIRED: 60 35 NA 1,000 SF - 30% R o s PLAN FOR:
FROPOSED ! 172.%1° LESS THAN 35 - GKEATER THAN 4000 LESS THAN 30% ol
¥ The Town of New Windsor Zoning Board of Appeals following a eeve Au“‘;"wﬁ o Re v L A Sperry
COWNERS CONSENT : Public Hearing on 28 March 1988, granted the necessary T (14) 6648607 ;
= Se—— i ' | i i ion therefor. , ,
have reviewed this plan and Find it acceptable. Variances to this plan as defined in the Application € "ggiwi'gg%gocsmwnm :T e — nANG OUNTY YORM
;727 B REV L) MER FLANNING Drown: < £é
(‘7.1_11 " m = s -y , , ey > ~ BT /
VA s d ;*/’ & BOAEL COMWIENTS OF 5//09 Checked: /v,
r : ' V - e - ———— g e - - — - ———— S— - .
- WINE R o 272;??&&1.1 PER FLANMIN S Scale: "= 80 MINOR SUBDIV’S‘ON |
’ (" BARS  ommenTs & Ry Dato:Guer 1969 |

NS SHED LOCAT BN Job Noi@9-00

mizew 87~ 50




